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“LAND  FOR  THE  LANDLESS.” 


At  its  late  convention  in  Cincinnati,  the  Democracy,  in  its  platform,  i^tr^ 
duced  a plank  guaranteeing  the  public  lands  to  actual  settlers.  !Noa\,  what, 
iSthfpastAr,  the  many  year-s  in  whlcl,  it  was  in  control  of  all  Departmente 
of  the  Government,  was  the  attitucLe  of  the  Democracy  in  relation  to  the  |)ul^ 
lie  lands  V Did  it  e\”er  encouraeje  their  settlement  by  small  proprietors  . Uiu 
it  ever  favor  the  free  homestead  principle  V AVhat  are  the  tacts  ^ 

In  1859  it  was  estimated  that  there  were  within  Die  btates  and  Territories 
1 000  000  000  acres  of  the  public  lands  unentered,  ihe  great  question  of  the 
dav  \ks  : “ What  shall  be  done  with  this  immense  domain  ? bhall  it  be  open 
to  monopoly  by  speculators,  be  used  to  build  up  a landed  aristocracy,  or  shall 
it  be  reserved  to  actual  settlers  at  a nominal  price,  or  withour  price  ^ The 

Republicans  proposed  to  solve  the  problem  by  practical  legislation  in  ta\  or  ot 

*^^Accord1n^^^  on  the  20th  of  January,  1859,  in  the  House,  to  a bill  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  relating  to  pre-emptions,  Mr.  Crow,  ot 
Pennsylvania,  moved  to  amend  by  adding  the  following  section  ; 

“ Be  it  further  enacted,  That  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this  act  no 
public  land  shall  be  exposed  to  sale,  by  proclamation  ot  the  President,  unless 
the  same  shall  have  been  surveyed  and  the  return  of  such  survey  duly  filed  m 
the  Land  Oftice  for  ten  years  or  more  before  such  sale. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  was  to  flank  the  land  monopolists,  to  dis- 
courage speculation  in  the  public  lands,  and  to  secure  to  the  pre-emptors,  to 
the  poor  and  industrious  settler,  ample  time— ten  years  or  more  m which  to 
clear  up  his  farm  and  to  pay  for  it  from  the  proceeds  of  the  soil.  Its  practical 
effect  would  secure  the  bulk  of  the  public  lauds  to  pre-emptors,  actual  settlers, 
would  give  th'^m  a long  pay  day,  and  rescue  them  from  the  enormous  usury  of 
the  money  sharks,  in  borrowing  from  whom  they  were  compelled  to  heavily 
mortgage  their  lands.  Against  a measure  so  beneficent  and  certain  in  its  re- 
sults to  be  productive  of  wealth  and  power  to  the  nation,  the  bouthern  landed 
Democracy,  and  slave-holding  aristocracy,  indignantly  rebelled.  Tnev  ployed, 
that  the  bill  and  amendments  be  consigned  to  “ the  tomb  of  the  (^pulets,  as 
the  Committee  of  the  Wiiole  was  familiarly  and  aptly  termed.  That  motion 
was  defeated  by  a vote  of  92  to  90,  and  the  House  was  forced  to  a direct  vote 
on  Mr.  Crow’s  amendment.  The  amendment  was  carried  by  yeas  98,  nays  81. 
But  the  bill  as  amended  was  defeated  by  a vote  of  95  nays  to  91  yeas.  The 
Republicans  voted  iiiiauimously  for  the  amendment,  as  they  did  tor  tne  mil  as 
amended.  Every  Southern  member  except  two.  Mr.  Blair,  of  Missouri,  and 
Henrv  Winter  Davis,  of  Maryland,  voted  solidly  against  the  bill  as  amended. 
Only  eight  Democrats,  Northern  Democrats  of  the  Douglas  school,  dared  to 
support  the  bill  as  amended,  with  their  votes ; and  the  character  of  the  opposi- 
tion is  exposed  in  the  indignant  criticism  of  Mr.  Cavanaugh,  of  Minnesota,  a 
Douglas  Democrat.  He  said  : 

I say  it  frankly — I sav  it  in  sorrow — that  it  was  to  the  Republican^  side  of 
this  House  to  whom  we 'were  compelled  to  look  for  support  of  this  just  and 
honorable  measure.  Gentlemen  from  the  South,  gentlemen  who  have  broad 
acres  and  wide  plantations,  aided  here  to-day  by  their  votes  more  to  make  Re- 
publican States  in  the  North  than  by  any  vote  which  has  been  cast  within  the 
last  two  years.  These  gentlemen  come  here  and  ask  us  to  support  the  South  ; 
yet  then,  to  a man  almo.d,  vote  against  the  free,  independent  labor  of  the  North 

and  West.'''' 

Mr.  Cavanaugh  declared  that  he  had  “ inherited  his  Democracy  that  he 
had  been  a “Democrat  from  his  boyhood;”  that  he  “ believed  in  the  great 
truths  as  enunciated  by  the  ‘ fathers  of  the  faith,’  ” and  “cherished  them  re- 
ligiously.” He  added  ; 

“But,  sir,  when  I see  Southern  gentlemen  come  up  as  they  did  to-day,  and 
refuse  by  their  votes  to  aid  my  constituents — refuse  to  place  the  actual  tiliei  or 
the  soil,  the  honest,  industrious  laborer  beyond  the  grasp  and  avarice  of  the 
speculator,  I tell  you.  sir.  I falter — I hesitate!’’ 
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jn  the  1st  of  February,  the  question  was  brought  before  the  House 
. 11.  to  '-secure  homesteads  to  actual  settlers.”  Again  the  De- 
dteuxpted  to  defeat  it,  even  to  prohibit  all  discussion  of  its  merits,  by 
itai'Y  strategy.  A motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was  lost  by  a vote  of 
to  yeas  71.  and  the  House  was  forced  to  a direct  vote.  The  bill  was 
ed— yeas  120,  nays  70. 

the  Republicans — every  man  of  them — voted  for  the  bill — voted  to 
i the  public  lands  to  actual  settlers  ; voted  to  donate  land  to  the  land- 
ain  the  Southern  slave-holding  aristocracy,  ycleid  the  Democi'acy — a 
ority  of  the  Democracy — voted  solidly  against  the  bill,  voted  to  deny 
ds  to  the  people  from  the  public  lands.  Only  three  Southern  mem- 
les.  of  Tennessee.  Jewett,  of  Kentucky,  and  Craig,  of  .Missouri,  had 
iuess.  the  patriotism,  to  vote  to  secure  the  public  lands  to  actual  set- 

I7th  of  February,  in  the  Senate,  Ben.  Wade,  of  Ohio,  moved  topost- 
)iior  orders,  and  take  up  the  homestead  bill  which  had  tlien  passed 
,e.  -V  characteristic  debate  ensued.  The  slaveholding  aristocracy, 
hern  lauded  Democraev,  antagonized  the  homestead  with  the  ai>pro- 
bills.  Said  U.  yi.  T.  Hunter,  of  Virginia,  " I hope  there  will  be  no 
press  this  homestead  bill  so  a.s  to  di-sidace  the  ai)i»ropriation  bills.” 
!W  Aveeks  of  the  se.ssion  remained,  and  an  " extended  debate  ” and  loss 
iproixriation  bills  were  threatened  if  the  homesti^ail  was  pressed.  Ben. 
joined  that  the  friends  of  the  bill -the  Republicans— wanted  no  debate, 
.sure  for  years  had  been  before  the  country,  had  been  discussed  in  all 
igs.  and  there  was  no  meu.sure  in  which  the  people  were  more  deeply 
d.  But  a vote  Avas  AA'hat  the  Southern  laud  Democracy  man.euvred 
a defeat.  Said  Mr.  Hunter:  "I  do  not  conceal  the  fact  I am  much 
to  it  ” that  is,  to  giving  -land  to  the  landless  and  his  colleague, 
L-ious  Ma.son.  declared  that  he  intended  "to  go  into  it  pretty  largely, 
he  hud  not  yet  kuoAvu  a l)ill  so  fraught  with  mischief,  and  mis'-itiff  oj 
leuiondizhui  kind.'' 

die  propo>ed  donation  of  the  public  lands  to  actual  settlers— to  me 
masses  as  free  homesteads— the  peopling  of  the  n.itional  domain  with  an 
dug,  intelligent  and  hardy  race  of  emigrants,  transforming  the  >vivage 
ss  into  tlourishing  civilized  communities.  inulti]>lying  new  States, 
ng  immeiisely  to  the  wealth  and  productive  industry  of  the  nation— 
le  Democratic  mind,  to  the  Southern  slaA'e-holdnig  Democracy,  "mi-i- 
he  most  demoralizing  k-'nd.''  All  the  new  States  were  "free  States,”  all 
itile  to  the  doctrine  and  the  expansion  of  slarn'i/. 

omesteads  would  extend  the  area  of  freedom,  would  increase  the  po- 
)wer  of  the  North  and  West— the  i»ower  of  the  people— would  danger- 
‘uace  the  peri)etuity  of  the  institution  of  sluA'erv,  and  the  poAver  of  the 
itic  slave-holding  aristocracy  built  uinm  it.  That  to^  the  Democracy 
only  a great  peril,  but  an  absolute  abomination.  Slavery,  in  their 
it,  AA'as  tlie  only  proper  basis  for  a rei)ublican  government, 
e slave  masters,  con.stitutiug  an  intelligent  and  a spirited  aristocracy, 
Le<l  the  necessity  of  an  order  of  nobility,”  and  the  consolidation  of  all 
and  social  power  in  the  ruling  castes  enabled  them  to  dominate  or 
die  masses— to  rule  "the  many-lieaded  monster.”  the  people.  Hence 
j the  ruling  arguments  of  Southern  Democratic  Senators  and  members, 
nithern  Democratic  prass  and  pulpit,  Averethat  ■■free  society  wasafail- 
(H  abomimition."  "an  aborlion.  rotten  to  its  core,”  and  "reeking  with 
ial  crime.'''  " Slarery."’  they  contended.,  ics  the  "nMnrid  and  normal  con- 
the  ivorkingman.  whether  white  or  hlack.'’'  and  infamous  plans  u^re  e.hdi- 
aholisk  free  society  and  to  reduce  white  hdior  to  shvery.  Th-  ir  insidtiny 
a.i:  "Liberty  for  the  few,  starcalion  in  every  form  for  t'w  masses.' 

,sto  Mason’ and  tlie"^ Democracy  the  i)roi)osition  to  give  land  tothelaud- 
enlarge  the  area  and  blessings  and  political  power  of  freetiom.  was 
t Avith  mischief  of  the  most  demoralizing  kind.  ' 

Wade's  motion,  however,  was  carriwl  by  a vote  of  yeas  23.  nays  23; 
Republicans  voting  for  it,  a!id  every  Southern  Democrat,  except.  An- 
hn.soii.  of  Tenues.see.  voting  against  it.  But.  instantly  u|)on  the  an- 
uent  of  Mr.  Wade's  success.  Avhich  brouglit  the  homestead  bill  before 
ite.  IMr.  Hunter  again  moved  to  lay  if  aside  ami  take  up  another 
n opi)osition  .so  puerile  AA'as  fittingly  called  '•child’s  play.’’  During  the 
diich  folb)wed  the  morning  hour  expired,  and  Vice-President  Brecken- 
ci«led  that  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  Cuba  in  the  interest  of  the  slave- 
oli-'-archv  was  tic*  subject  i)i.m  ling  before  theS,  iiate.  Wiiereupon  Mt 


f 
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Warle  moved  to  postpone  tue  C iba  and  continue  the  consideration  of  the  home- 
stead bill.  That  motion  AA'a.s  fdso  carried— yeas  2*.  nays  ; all  the  Republi- 
cmis  voting  for  it ; all  the  Sov  them  Democrats,  except  Alessrs.  John  Dell  and 
Sv  Johnson,  of  Tenness*.*e  voting  against  it.  Again  the  homestead  Avas  be- 
fore the  Senate ; again  Mr.  Hunter  moved  to  lay  it  aside.  Mr.  M ade  and 

Mr  SeAvard  in  energetic  le  ms.  exhorted  the  friends  of  the  bill  to  stand  him: 

but  Hunter's  motion  prev?. Red— yeas  28.  nays  28  ; and,  that  being  a tie,  \ ice 
President  Breckenridge  gave  the  casting  vote  against  the  homestead  ; every 
vote  for  Hunter's  motion  being  Democratic,  and  eA'ery  vote  but  three  against 
it  beiiio-  Bepublicaii.  F<  r the  moment  the  homestead  Avas  beaten. 

On  the  10th  of  Febn  ary,  two  days  afterward.  Senator  M ade  again  moved 
to  set  aside  all  iirior  or-iers  and  take  up  the  homestead  bill.  The  Avas 

defeated.  Yeas  fall  K^epublicaiis  but  five)  24.  nays  (all  Democrats)  31.  On  the 
25th  of  Februarv  the  motion  to  take  up  the  homestead  bill  was  again  antago- 
idzed  bv  the  Cuba  b;.d.  The  Cuba  bill  prevailed.  Yeas  (all  Democrats)  3o,  nays 
(all  Ilepublicans  buc  live)  2S.  After  a debate-"  an  idle  debate  ' -protracted 
far  into  the  night  and  resorted  to  only  as  a means  of  killing  the  hoinestead 
bill  the  Reiniblie  ans,  at  ten  o'clock  p.  in. . made  an  effort  to  bring  the  latter  bill 
lief  ore  the  Senate.  In  the  debate  which  ensued  Mr.  SeAvard  urged  : 

“Affter  niim  hours  yielding  to  the  discussion  of  the  Cuba  question,  it  is 
time  to  come  back  to  the  greed  question  of  the  day  and  die  aye.  The  benate  ma>  as 
well  meet  face  to  face  the  issue  Avhich  is  before  them.  It  is  an  issue  presented 
by  the  competition  between  these  two  questions.  One,  the  horae.stead  'iiljU  is 
aquestior  of  homes,  of  lands,  for  the  landle.ss  freemen  oj  the  tikites.  The 

Cuba  bill  is  a question  of  slaves  to  the  slave-holders  oj  die  Ijmted  btates. 


Sail,  old  Ben.  AVade  in  his  brusque  way  : 


for  the  landle.ss.'  1 glorv  in  that  measure.  It  is  the  greatest  that  has  ever 
come  before  the  Amencaii  .Senate,  and  it  lias  noAvcoine  so  tliat  there  is  iio  dodg- 


UUUIC  tIJ  Vi  1 11\/  A V IV/*.*.*  * ' - ^ , * -j  , 

ing  it.  Tlie  (fuestiou  will  be.  "Sludl  we  yive  niggers  to  die  niggertrss.  or  landto 
the  landless  1 " 

The  motion  to  take  iq)  the  liomestead  bill  was  again  lo^'t,  and  no  further  at- 
tempt at  that  session  Avas  made  to  get  it  before  the  ^-’enate 

At  the  next  session,  on  the  hth  of  March.  18(50,  in  the  House,  Mr.  LoAe,io>. 
from  the  Couindttee  on  Public  Lands,  reported  to  the  House  the  OroAv  lull  to 
.•secure  homesteads  to  actual  settlers  on  the  public  domain.  Ihe  bill  \Aas  le- 


106,  to  iiavs  (57— rtie  uavs  ueing  an  i 

Branch,  of  North  Carolina,  ineffectually  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table 

' _ ..  I .........  ^.4-  -r»  \ 


April,  in  the  Senate,  Andrew  Johnson,  of  Tennessee,  reported 
from  tlie  Committee  on  l^ablic  Lauds,  as  a substitute  foi  the  Home- 

stead bill  whicli  had  passed  the  House,  a bill  granting  homesteads  to  actual 
settlers  at  tweiity-hve  cents  per  acre,  but  not  including  pre-emptors  then  oc- 
cunvinij  nublic  lauds.  ^V  hen  this  bill  came  before  the  i^eiiate  for  action, 
AVade  moved  to  substitute  the  Crow  bill  for  it,  Avhicli  niotiou  \yas  lost— yeas 
26-  navs31.  All  the  Republicans  voted  for  it,  and  all  the  A'otes  against  it 
were  Democrats.  On  the  10th  of  May  the  Jolmsoii  bill  passed— yeas  44 ; nays 
8.  The  House  refused  to  concur,  the  Senate  to  recede,  and  the  result  \A*as  a 
protracted  conference  on  the  part  of  committees  of  the  tAVO  houses.  Oii.luiie 
10th  the  committees  came  to  an  agreement  by  the  House  accepting  the  Jseuate 
bill  with  some  auiendmeiits.  Said  Mr.  Colfax,  in  reporting  the  compromise  to 
the  House : 


to  adopt  the  free  liomestead  principle 

took 
ba\'e 

agreed  to  merely  as  an  av(tnt-coHreui\  If  e shall  demand  i/ieAd?  in  a- 

pk  at  the  next  of  Coufirei^f^  and  nntd  aU  tkr  kvuU 

shall  he  opened  to  the  ifpojde  of  the  United 


‘ATe  struggled  of  course  . . ^ .,7  i 

the  House  bill,  but  on  these  points  the  Senafe  was  mjlexibk,  and  we 
wluvt  we  could  because  it  was  the  best  we  could  get.  ’ But  tliis\\e 


This  report  of  the  eommittee  of  c-onference  the  House  agreed  to— yeas  116, 
lavs  o ; all  the  nays  being  Democratic  from  tlie  slave  States.  The  Senate  also 
lo'reed  to  the  report — veas  36.  navs  2.  lint  even  so  scanty  a measure  of  justice 
o om  landless  ])eople  (‘Hialf  ii  loaf”)  was  .lune  22d  vetoed  by  President 
dueha  lan.  He  in  effect  denounces  it  as  unconstitut  ional,  unjust  to  the  old 
hates,  unecpial  in  its  operations  and  pretended  benelits.  and  one  wluch  ‘|will 
ro  far  to  demoralize  the  people.”  or  in  the  language  of  Mason,  of  Virginia,  is 
’ fraught  with  mischief  of  the  most  demoralizing  kind.” 

In  tiie  Senate,  in  which  the  bill  originated,  tliis  veto  was  sustained  by  a vote 
■)f  10  tot*;  two-thirds  not  voting  to  pass  the  bill  over  Ihichanan's  objections. 
Every  Uepublican  j)resent  voted  to  pass  the  bill,  while  all  the  nays  were  from 
:he  So  dll  and  Democrats. 

Hut  the  sce])tcw  was  about  to  fall  from  the  hands  of  the  Democracy  the 
auded  slave-holding  aristocracy  of  the  South.  On  the  4th  of  ‘March,  1861, 
.\.l)rahvm  Lincoln  was  inaugurated  President  of  the  United  States.  A little 
:ater  t le  Democracy,  the  landed  aristocratic  .slave-holding  Democracy,  seceded 
— thre.vui)  the  banner  of  revolt  against  the  Constitution  and  the  Union,  and 
throui.  h four  years  of  unparalleled  slaughter  and  crime  warred  to  build  up  a 
south' rn  confederacv — a crushing  oligarchical  tyranny  with  ••  slavery  as  its 
cornel  -stone.”  and  in  which  free  labor,  the  free  white  laborer,  would  have  been 
forever  excluded  from  its  lands  whether  imblic  or  private  ; but  the  Republicans 
at  the  tirst  regular  session  of  Congress  in  1861- '62,  in  which  they  had  a majority 
in  hot  1 houses,  hastened  to  redeem  their  pledges  to  the  country,  to  our  land- 
less n:  illions.  by  the  enactment  of  the  homestead  law  now  on  our  stat  ute  books. 
.\nd  i istead  of  being  "fraugbt  witli  mischief  of  the  i cost  demoralizing  kind.” 
as  del  ouiiced  by  the  Democracy,  its  wisdom  and  justice,  its  beneficent  resiilti* 
alike  o tlie  States  and  nation  may  be  seen  by  the  following  table  ; 

Xumi  er  of  homestead  entries  made  under  the  act  up  to  date 464,197 

Xumber  living  on  su(‘h  liomesteads,  (at  tlie  low  average  of  4.35 

per  family) * - e 

Xuml'er  of  an'es  entered  under  the  act  up  to  date 

Equa  ling  the  area  of  the  following  ^even  States— 

X'ew  lampshire ^oooollJ 

Mass:  chiisetts o 

Rhod  1 Island 

Xew  lersey 1 S()0 

Dela\  -are 

51,568.640 

Plus  nearly  half  the  area  of  the  State  of  Maryland 2,864,518 

54,4:13.15.8 

Th  ‘ population  of  2,019,256  souls  thus  added  to  the  Union  equals  the  popula- 
tion ' >f  the  following  eight  States,  viz  ; 

Mimesota ^ooqS'i 

&.S 

XetaiL. 

Coloiado iQ-’-iQ 

Florila 18g:4H 


Plus  )ver  two-sixths  of  the  population  of  Arkansas 


1,848,371 

170,8.85 

2,019,256 


Th  IS  adding  a Imrdy.  intelligent,  industrious,  and  patriotic  population  to  the 


profl’able  markets  for  those  indu.stries,  and  tnus  increasing  me  weaim  aim 
power  of  the  States  and  nation  to  a degree  immeasurably  greater  tha»  the 
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value  of  the  lands  to  the  Government  when  thus  donated.  .Vnd  Ml  this  iii_  de- 
tnite  of  the  persistent  opposition  of  the  Democracy.  Hostile  in  ;dl  their  legpla- 
tlnn  in  all  their  measures,  principles,  and  purposes,  in  all  their  past  history 
while  in  possession  and  control  of  all  Departments  of  the  (Tovernment  so 
now  in  all  its  recent  acts  in  control  of  (Congress,  its  hostility  to  the  landless 
laborer,  to  the  occupancy  of  tlie  public  lands  by  actual  settlers,  is  as  maiked 

and  malignant  as  prior  to  the  rebellion. 

That  is  demonstrated  by  its  persistent  and  systeimitic  efforts  to  cnpple  if 
not  whollv  destroy  the  efficiency  of  tlie  General  Land  Office.  Appeals  made 
•icrain  and  again  bv  the  Commissioner  of  the  (General  L:ind  Office,  supported 
bv  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  to  Congress,  for  larger  approi)riatious  with 
which  to  secure  more  room  and  ;in  increased  clerical  force  absolutely  demanded 
bv  the  prompt  and  ellicient  execution  of  its  iucrensing  business,  have  been 
contemptuously  denied  by  the  Democracy;  wiiile  but  recently,  duiing  le- 
construction,  in  the  reports  of  the  Generals  commanding  the  several  military 
districts,  this  malignant  hostility  was  developeil  m the  violmit  expulsion  of 
settlers  who.  under  the  hoiuevStead  act.  attempted  to  locate  the  lands  or  the 
South.  Hence  this  plank  of  the  latest  Democratic  platfoim  issiinplj  aii  impu- 
dent and  fraudulent  attempt  to  appropriate  one  of  the  oldest  of  liepublican 
measures.  But  the  attempt  is  too  shallow— it  will  deceive  no  one.  rhe  brief- 
est reference  to  the  Democratic  recoril  exposes  the  fraud  of  the  attempt,  -t  he 
donation  of  the  public  lands  to  actual  settlers— the  homestead  principle— the 
great  beneficent  measure  of  the  day  and  the  age  ’ is  a distinguishing  Repub- 
lican measure  and  no  impudent  or  fraudulent  attempt  or  claim  of  the  Democ- 
raay  oan  rob  the  Republicans  of  its  glory. 
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